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— The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 



THE REPLY FILED 01 March 2004 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a 
final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may only be either: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the application in 
condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for Continued 
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) [3 The period for reply expires 3_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) CD The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In no 

event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

ONLY CHECK THIS BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

706.07(f). 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1 .136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1 .136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 
have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension fee under 
37 CFR 1 .17(a) is calculated from: (1 ) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action; or (2) as set forth in 
(b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

1.0 A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. M The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) 0<] they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: _. 

3. D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4. D Newly proposed or amended ciaim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5. [3 The a)Q affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)S request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet . 

6. D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. [x] For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)E3 will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim (s) rejected: 1-17 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 18-35 . 

8. D The drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9.0 Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10. Other: See Continuation Sheet 

Walter D. Griffin 
Primary Examiner 
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Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Applicant's arguments have been fully considered 
but are deemed unpersuasive. The applicant argues that Clausen is not combinable with Drake and the applicant states that Clausen 
notes "little is known about the transformation of the nitride structures and the structure and morphology of the resulting sulfide 
structure." The applicant, however, fails to also point out that in the fourth paragraph of the Clausen reference a catalyst that is both pre 
nitrided and pre-sulfided shows an increase in absorbed species as compared to a similar catalyst that has been sulfided in the standard 
manner. Also, it is important to note that both pre-sulfiding and pre-nitriding are very well known in the art for various hydrotreating 
catalysts. Furthermore, both the catalysts of Drake and Clausen are effective hydrotreatment catalysts and therefore it would be 
appropriate to combine the references to include the pre-sulfiding and pre-nitriding of Clausen. Applicant also asserts that there is no 
suggestion in Drake to seek out the weight percentages of Wu. Drake and Wu, however, disclose catalyst compositions comprising 
cobalt, molybdenum, and inorganic oxides and it would be appropriate to use these effective catalytic components in any effective ratio. 
Furthermore, applicant has not shown any unexpected results or significant advantages of his instant disclosure utilizing applicant's 
claimed ratios as compared to the catalyst in Wu or Drake. Therefore, for at least the aforementioned reasons the Examiner maintains 
that the applicant's disclosure would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. 



Continuation of 10. Other: The amendment filed on March 1, 2004 is non-compliant. See the attachment.. 
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Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (37 CFR 1 121) 

The amendment document filed on is considered non-compliant because it has failed to meet the requirements of 

37 CFR 1.121, as amended on June 30, 2003 (see 68 Fed Reg. 38611, Jun. 30, 2003). In order for the amendment document to 
be compliant, correction of the following item(s) is required. Only the corrected section of the non-compliant amendment 
document must be resubmitted (in its entirety), e.g., the entire "Amendments to the claims" section of applicant's 
amendment document must be re-submitted. 37 CFR 1.121(h). 

THE FOLLOWING CHECKED (X) ITEM(S) CAUSE THE AMENDMENT DOCUMENT TO BE NON-COMPLIANT: 
□ 1. Amendments to the specification: 

□ A. Amended paragraph(s) do not include markings. 

□ B. New paragraph(s) should not be underlined. 

□ C. Other 



□ 2. Abstract: 

□ A Not presented on a separate sheet. 37 CFR 1.72. 

□ B. Other 



□ 3. Amendments to the drawings: 

4. Amendments to the claims: 

D A. A complete listing of all of the claims is not present. 

□ v B. The listing of claims does not include the text of all claims (including withdrawn claims) 

Etf C. Each claim has not been provided with the proper status identifier, and as such, the individual status of each 
claim cannot be identified. 

□ D. The claims of this amendment paper have not been presented in ascending numerical order. 

□ E. Other: 



For further explanation of the amendment format required by 37 CFR 1.121, see MPEP Sec. 714 and the USPTO website at 

http_://www^uspto.gov/'wcb/offi 

If the non-compliant amendment is a PRELIMINARY AMENDMENT, applicant is given ONE MONTH from the mail date of 
this letter to supply the corrected section which complies with 37 CFR 1.121. Failure to comply with 37 CFR 1.121 will result in 
non-entry of the preliminary amendment and examination on the merits will commence without consideration of the proposed 
changes in the preliminary amendmeiit(s). This notice is not an action under 35 U.S.C. 132, and this ONE MONTH time limit 
is not extendable. 

If the non-compliant amendment is a reply to a NON-FINAL OFFICE ACTION (including a submission for an RCE), and 

since the amendment appears to be a bona fide attempt to be a reply (37 CFR 1.135(c)), applicant is given a TIME PERIOD of 
ONE MONTH from the mailing of this notice within which to re-submit the corrected section which complies with 37 CFR 1.121 
in order to avoid abandonment EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD ARE AVAILABLE UNDER 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

If the amendment is a reply to a FINAL REJECTION, this form may be an attachment to an Advisory Action. The period for 
response to a final rejection continues to run from the date set in the final rejection , and is not affected by the non-compliant 
status of the amendment 
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